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THIS EXPERIMENT TESTS CERTAIN INNOVATIONS IN THE 
PRESENTATION OF A FRENCH COURSE. THE COURSE COVERED, IN ONE 
SEMESTER, THE MATERIAL NORMALLY GIVEN IN TWO, AND WAS 
INTENDED TO IMPROVE THE STUDENTS* PROFICIENCY BY INTENSIVE 
CONTACT AND STILL MAINTAIN THE STANDARDS OF FORMAL EXPRESSION 
AND GRAMMAR. IT WAS GIVEN TWiO SUCCESSIVE HOURS PER DAY FOR 
FIVE DAYS A WEEK TO REDUCE OUTSIDE INTERRUPTIONS. EIGHT UNITS 
OF CREDIT WERE GIVEN (NO PARTIALS, EVEN FOR HALF THE COURSE). 
THE CLASS WAS DESIGNED SPECIFICALLY FOR STUDENTS WITH A 
SPECIAL INTEREST IN THE LANGUAGE, NOT FOR THOSE NEEDING ONLY 
THE REGULAR PROGRAM. THE STUDENTS VARIED FROM SOME WITH NO 
KNOWLEDGE OF FRENCH TO OTHERS WITH CONSIDERABLE BACKGROUND IN 
IT. THIS HETEROGENEITY, PLUS DEFICIENCIES IN THE LANGUAGE 
LABORATORY AND AN INADEQUATE TEXT, PRODUCED SOME MINOR 
DIFFICULTIES. TWO INSTRUCTORS CONDUCTED THE CLASSES, ALTHOUGH 
THIS TOOK MUCH EXTRACURRICULAR COC'RDI NATION AND PLANNING. THE 
COURSE WAS EVALUATED BY TEACHER OBSERVATION AND ANALYSIS, BY 
ORAL AND WRITTEN TESTS OF STUDENT PERFORMANCE, AND BY A 
SPECIAL STUDENT EVALUATION. COMPARISON OF TEST SCORES OF THE 
EXPERIMENTAL GROUP AND THE SUCCESSIVE-SEMESTER GROUP SHC*WED 
THE GREATER EFFECTIVENESS C»F THE NEW SYSTEM. THE STUDENT 
EVALUATION SHOWED APPRECIATION OF THE VARIETY PROVIDED BY THE 
TEAM TEACHING, OF THE CARE SHOWN IN LESSON PREPARATION, AND 
OF THE INTENSIVE METHOD OF PRESENTATION* (HH) 
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ITEM X of Furposs 



Ac Tt\e experiitosTbal CD\:i:eo0 o^rb ap ’bo test the iTOotb-c sis that aa 
.1irbei'5.si‘e*‘c-! coarse ±a a forsrlgn one pr<.>tldiiig a greater 

xarnber of eor^tact hcsurs betreeri the crbiidont arri the target Iringiiags) 
pro'rlde stgalficanbls?- more: sieaearable achleTemaut. in slmo&‘b all,, 
areas of lanp-age 3,sa:.’ninf'; tho/n t.:dll a coarse (i^lTo-n :l:o the more usiis;??, 
one«coataet hor.r wap*. The purpose of the course imsi to cover,, in one 
semastyar*s t:lm.e.5 a :aiin.lmiur. of at leaet the lAaterial .-icfr-mllj allotted 
to ttvo 3(5m0sters of elemcu’itary language lasguane 1 and 2)? to 

increase the nii^oficicney of tlie studont in tlis areas c-f aural and 
M'^itten comprehension^ of prcniiriciatiorij and of conves’sation to a- 
p03*xit signlCicantly alvove that u£ual3.y attained in a :c'egulsr c3.ass 
(of cembinsd single-scBmest^er offerings of Language 1 ^.nd 2«“one year 
pattern) I 1/0 maintain the standard of for?.ial espression and grair-mar 
so that it i-3as apps’orlxnately equal to that attains.:! by a student 
in regidar class. 




I 

.| 



The t5.ffie allotted for the e%io-3i'’iii.en'bal course wa.s esactl-jr M.ce that 
of the reg;ula.r class: ’bT-Jo hours per day^ five days a ^eekj but Tclth 

the two hours to be contiguous to eisctsrnal. interference (of 

other classes and of other actfyitle-s),'^' 



Co Eight units of credit were .g3.Ten for successful completion of the 
course » lo partial C3red.it wafs gi¥e:% even if a student completed 
the first half of the co'urse (ro’c^iily equivsCleiat to Lang^-age 1) 
before withdrawing . 



Bo The concentrated, or i.ntensi¥e course was not intended ao a substitute 
for th© regular progi'am of language courses , It .was meant as a 
supplement specifically designed fo3:* the etudent who is interested in 
using language as a living oommunieat:uin 'booj», Certai.n of the findings 
and intents of the program;^ however^, are directly app].leabj.e to the 
regular i ttern o.f ocliedtiling and cour.ss development. 



3lTEM II Sources for the BwJjiatioja that B’olXows 



A, Teacher observation^ consu^-tation^ and analysis of program devel.Dp2i:i8at 
and results, A weekly diary 't?as kept of progr^ess, e3.ass activities, 
class reponse and achievemont, test results, observations of weak spots, 
suggestions for -inpifovement, etc. 



^Actually, the French 20 CJlas-s gained about t©ii rdnntes of additional classtime 
a day because it was not i3.eceosar;^' to spend the first few minutes of the 
second hou:c getting accl^matsd to French, 



ERIC 










c. 



rb.3 po2’for^:a/iC3 %b:raigi: 0 \it 'tlifi t a by oral 

and ''rid ri-.en tests arid by the ;?i5^,al ex; 2 :i'dnatrlon,. These elesTients 
■mTG '.'■natched by sis:v*J.er ilte;'i:'3 in the roguj.ar* classes., 

A Guirie for Evaluation cf Course by Stude?.it was dxmm upj ditto *'d.i 
and c.ist’s^ibutcd to -bae students in -idle special class at the 'irery 
end of the sercester j These parr'iitted the studesrb to discuss certaisx 
aspects of the class and to make suggestions by means of wliich the 
class mig^it be raads more .successful from his point of view* The 
Student F 4 vaauations wore unsigned and aubrnitted to the professors 
in .sealed enTel<:?p-3« » 



ITEk- HI STaluaticn and. 'OlSGuosicn 

/u Stiuient Populati-vn i-u'id Erop-^vout Ha.te 

The student population :cas teterogenooii^c Although it ms 
hoped that the* sxperiiK.ntal course would bo of sraolsl va:iue to 
stiidsirba xd-th a ^iiinir,ruri exporicjnee in 3 ’rancli one jnjas’ of 

hi.gh school 'French at ynDSt}^ it :lmpoa; 3 il>le to enforce trd.^ 
design because of tzie dif'ficultiss of contact mt!i the student 
bodj^'fiuring phs pre-snrvoll’^smi period (daring the swuner o.f^l 967 ,lo 
As a i“esultjt the o"las.s x*a& xrery la:oge and includetd people -w 5 .th 
all conceivable backgrounds of .h-ench expsrieneej. from the .starlsnt 
mth no language backgr^^’^'id c-f any kind to those x-dfi not oTily 
fc>:rmal langaaga backgromid in French tvnrl cth^ languages but also 
with a I'd.story of 3 J.idiig and trovel 3 .ing abroadc i‘he diTe: 5 ;’'Sity 
x^s apprre'nt at once to the professors and :ln.ereas;ed the xlifficul’ty 
of their task enormously, since the o.rdinar.ily uneo'/i’-plrcaxxed ana 
simple French which must b© used in a beglniiing class left many 
of the students bored, and any attempt to raise tlie level of 
sophistication to at least partially satisfy the latter caused 
t,he st-U’.i85its ndth no background iii Frensn t.o boGO'iT-e lost® Aab^r 
a slow start, hoxfevsr, a eompromisa was -mado x-Mch gave rnore 
cattention to* the innocents’* and tvhich expj.s'ined to th© more 
lingaistieally sophisticated thit they must be ps;tieut imtil the ^ 
others cauf^t up a bit* Tb© professors decided laien tha& so«b oluLiig 
must* be done to 'limit the class to the less-exprlenoed^ students in 
the futm*e and a printed form x-?as devised Milch •st^.tsd that^tbs 
course was primarily for such students and what «i student ox more 
luiture background might be required to up 'nis pl.ace :ln tb.e^ 
c3o.ss x1r« 'Sf0S''3 & noTilGGc As o£ tifixs (diisrxn^ 

the ascoiid week of th© second semester), this procedure h?-xs been 
In f orcG j Tile results , hox^^5veJ:Aj will require a X5psela3. '3va.lua‘Gr!.on 
of the screemng idsa/ The second class in French 20 'Ms an 
enrollmant of ordy 21 and this may not meet the atb'-inistrative 
requl:cements of class siK3 and teaelier utilisaticn.-, It has been 
observed that if the idea of the class is a usefnl and 
it' should 1-j© u3f5:CiiI in refe:rc>nc>3 to any ?md all s^mdents, reprdles? 
of backproirnd and that better use Riigao be mauo oJ. the ©xp0?oi£-nc«u 
studsntG in the future as suppleraentar^r tutorial personD.e:io 
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The students in the class, in their evalviations, said that the 
diversity of background X'sas bothersome at first, but that subbecpentlj^ 
it gave a scope and breadth to the class xMch might otherwise have 
been impossible® In addition to this observation is the statistical 
fact that the top three students in the class at the end of the 
semester were those who had bad no previous French# 

The drop-out rate of the class was about norvnal. The class began 
T'ith li2 sto/ionts# At the end of the semester, te-'e mx*e 23, but 
of the Drop-outs, nine had reclassn^ied to a French 1 class ^because 
they fe3.t that they could not spare the t'hne wiiich was reouired for 
class preparation of the intensive course. Some of them worked, 

R01TS3 of ‘tliGXii IiGci scIioduXos whicli goo ♦ Only ioiii* *tTcsnsfB2T.!!*©d. 

because they felt that they x-jould do poorly in t,he Htcperimental 
Course 0 Of these fom?, it was evioent to the prOi{3SborG of thc^ 
Experimental Course and to the prafessosr' into whose French 1 they 
transferred that two would quite probably have been able to achieve 

the rlia® level ©f perf©riiia3aca im Frencla 20 they did in Fteiich 1. 

^ ©thor tw® pssple trs^^ferrsd they had no cssafidssiceo 

Team-Teaching arxf Planning 

1. The class was conducted hj two p?:*ofessors, ladia Wilson and 
Ronald B’arrar# The r^eaction to the team-teaching approach (by 
the students) was overwhelmingly favorable and verg5uig on the 
enthusiastic. The students cited the arpsrience of two different 
personalities, approaches, accents, and iater-actlon as being 
of special value and desiral^ilityc They also cited the necessity 
for the two teachers to mesh their- tsachls^g somei'jhat more closely 
and to inte^ate the planning better— a ■ defect xrhich the professoi’s 
in question had always recognj-secl but haci been unsble to ameliorate 
because of the heavy preparation and teaching load w:lth which 
each had to cone, and because of additional professional duties 
and responsAbiiities, It Is to be Mgh3„y recomended here that 
some means bo devised to gj-’ant the te&M th© opportunity fer some^ 
additional t;lms to prepare the course work-“*eithsr by^a lapsod-tiPie 
arrangement or by some feat of scheduling wliich pei^lts them to 
consult daily. That the course T^jas a success in spite of these 
difficulties redounds to the credit of the professors in charge 
who put in Bianv extra‘"Curric'ul.ar hours before the semestes'* began 
and durisig the course of it. 



The students sugges-ted that the team-teaching approach ms also 
successful because there was a inan and a woman* They indicated 
that the c3^ss escaped the tediiua which could have been occasioned 
by the two hours daily through the change in teacher personalities 
and the concomi'tant chatige in the reac'oion oi the students* Tn© 
professors of tlie experimental class recommend highly the continuance 
of ttds approach# 
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Co iDiJtactional Approach and Cours© Content 
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The instructional apprcfch adopted x-as audio^lingual a la Ienard<, 

The text^ hox^mver, las the De' Sana©, Nouvea u Conrs Pratique dg 
Francais ^ At the tijne of text selection^., ft was feltbyliTTsi'Tar 
that an ©xp 3 rij;iantal. gou 2 *s© should have ssfew uncontrolled variab3.'3S 
as Tjossible. The ir^i.lor variable waoj of' course, tho new^ class and 
tha^ necessity foi* feeling cue's r?;i.ongc,. To add to this another 



variable such as a new book (the other French classes at lACC 



had just adopted the Lenar d book) was deemed unwise » The be Sause 
had been Ufsed .for number of years and while it was noticeably 
deficient in some areas and alsc had presentational defects, it 
was felt that at least it was a known evi-l^ Tlie Lenard text is 
being used x^th this semester’s .French 20 and f'e experience of 
the txv^o professors is that it is for easier to work with than the 
De Saus8~and probably would have been 3.ass trouble 'J.ast semester 
even though it I'jas new at that time® The professors find that 
the Lemrd -tex-t seems to lend itself very ably to the experiitpntal 
course and prci/ides a sequence quite compatible x-jith that undertaken 



in the cl.a 
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The conversational, approach adopted by the two pro.fessors last 
semester xfas eminently satis.factory and the el, ass response was 
enthusiastic^ By the end of the third wscdc, students were able 
to carry on conv©rsati.ons x?ith each other that Involved talk 
about their homes— -its rooms, colors, functions, etc., family, 
age, health, time, numbers up to fifty (mathematical problems 
of addition, subtraction, division, Trultiplicatioa), date, days 
of x^eek, weather, etc. In addition, the class was able to understand, 
because of th© judicious se3.ection of cogxiat© usage and ether 
devices, discussion and conversation on a much broader spsc-trunu 



Of coiirss, sjo-iio of the more experienced students tended to monopoliaa 



the conversation, but this was a controllable factor and had a 
certai.n amoixnt of utility xdien properly directed. The procedure 

devi.sed to spend a half hour or so once a x^esk in conversational 
groups x^itbln the classroora, in each of xMch a more experienced 
student xfas charged with the responsibility for directing the 
conversation. The class also met outside of the classroos*?. for 
an hour of coffee and croissants and conversationj thds particular 
activity produced a relaxed and different atmosphere and the 
students were particularity enthusiastic about it. It x^as decided 
to make such a gathering an integral part of the course and to 
meet in this way two or three times a term. 



Do Testrlng 



Testing for the French 20 class was one of the most challenging 
and at the sarae tfee most cre-atlve aspects of the experiment. 

It x^as necessary to dev3.se instnxments xdiich would measure 
effectively both the student’s progress and also his weak spotv^,, 
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For the most part, the testing was intended to be primarily 
of the diagnostic typo so that areas of difficulty mi^t be 
pin-pointed and subsequently reinedied before additional material 
was presented. The use of any English on the tests was avoided 
since it was considered to be not only detrimental to the student 
but also put-of-character^ since little or no English x^as used 
in class and neither was it used in any of the maiiy worlcsheets 
given to the students. Testing tras of mnj types: oral conversation^ 

oral questions to T?hioh oral answers were expected, oral questions 
to which written answers were ejjpected, dictations, short surprise 
quizzes (the so-called ”shotgun*‘ quiz), short compositions, oral 
compositions, mid finally, the more formal hour quizzes. Each 
hour qui» was intended to review all prer^lous material as i^iell 
as more recent wcrk. The final examination was the only real 
test given— in terms of a penalty-type situation— and even it 
was little more than a review quia of extended (two-hour) duration. 
The final did, however, cover everything in depth. 



The students considered the shotgun gaizses to be the most 
useful and ©f^ectiv^e for theiTi; they indicated a desire for even 
more than the 3 ual four or five a mek. They stated that since 
tiie professors did not (and should not) collect daily homework, 
the shotguns provided an incentive for regtj,lar study which was 
absolutely essential for successful cOmpletioh of the course. 

ibiitially, the dictation tests were of some value j but after 
the first few weeks of the cl^-ss, they seemed to have more or 
less fulfilfled their function, which ms to encourage the student- 
to make the coiiaection beti^een sound and wit'ben form. After 
this time, the grades for dictation were, in ^neral, considerably 
higher thad. the studesit*© average level of aehievsment. Tills 
indicated to the pi’ofessors that the dictations had become of 
dubious 3iaportance. 



The hour quizzes were generally, according to the students, 
x?3ll-conetructed, infermative, and challmging. The student 
critique ran the gamut from *'I guess they were all right** to the 
enthusiastic rsi-nark that tests were masterpieces.** 12 out 
of 21 studen*bs listed the tests as outs'banding oi’ better. Some 
students even went so far as to say ths,t they xmve fun to take. 

There is no pedagogical law that &s.js a test cannot be enjoyable, 
although it is rare that such a phenoiiBnon occurs. A6 a parenthesis, 
there is a great deal of interesting experiiTisntation and work to 
be done In the area of language testing and the teacher ■sto 
relies on the old standby of Bnglish-to-target-laaguage translutior. 
to determine what a studenli apparently Imows is doing himself a 
disserv3.ee j he is shutting himself off from the truly satisfying 
experience of doTis:lng imaginative examimtiens x^Mch show teacher 
and student alike just ho^7 effective a given sequence of instructicnal 
material has been. 



EVALUATION OF EXPBR’.ran’AL CLASS (FRENCH 20) 



6 



To develop an outstanding testing program, ho^jever, the teacher 
is forced to re-evaluate completely everything he knoTra and 
every tschnicjue he has been employii'^is Many instmcT&ors are 
unwilling to submit their methods to this kind of potentially 
deflatiVQ scrutiny* 



The true criterion of test success, in the last analysis, 
is not the entertainment value of the Instrmsient but rather 
the student^ s achlevemant* Oa the first test, th?-S level of 
achievemait was very high, as one expect it to be* There 

xfcre 13 A«s (90^ or above), 8 B«s (60^ and iip), 10 C»s (70j2), 

3 D»s (60%) s anct 3 The cl^ass median was B6%t tlie class 

mean was 61*8 (duo yoainly to ones exceptionally low score of 
1 ^ 75 ^) 5 the standard deviation was 12 *9 « This fJrst^test xras 
given during the th5.rd week? it should have been given sooner, 
but problems of organization, coordination, and tlie process of 
^ust getting the experimen-bal class untracked prevented this 
from occurring* Ixi subsequent semesters this problem should 
not arise (in fact, the fii*st test for the second semester 
French 20 class was given during the second vjeek)* The second 
big test of the first semester was given diaring the fourth week; 
again, the results were outstandings 13 A^s, 11 B*s, 7 C*s, 

I D, 0 F*s, The class median was B6%s mean 8^*9^, ^ and standard 
deviation obIjt' 9c 8* The third test was the one t^tlcIx provided 
the pattern for student aehleveBsant dta'ing the resiainder of the 
semester* From the ttod test on (with one exception) th© class 
mean was about the median about 77^7^1, and the standard 

deviation about lb.:2« The fiLal examimtion was somewhat below 
the normal average, but this is perhaps be ex|)ected because 
of the attendant higher tensjon of a final examination and 
because of the extended period (two hours) of testing— as iTell 
as because of the total amount of material, covered. Mean on 
the final was 7 IuTp, median was 78:^, and standard deviation was 
l^e.9. Nevertheless, in terms of ibsml grades in the course, 
there were ^ Ate, 8 Bte, 3 Ctet, 2 Dte, and no Fte or incompletes . 
For a comparison of the 5^ench 20 class Td.th three French 2 
classes the same semester, see chart on the next page.. 



E* The Language laboratory 



It T^s obvious as of the fourth week that the language 
laboratory?- was not being used efficiently or effectively* I^bst 
s-budents were i-dlling and eager to go, but tl^e ms almost no 
material av^ailable jji the lab which could be used for this class* 

Wr 5 w-’e forced to use the tapes that accompany the text (Be Sauze) 
and these were at best only adequate* The professors had absolutely 
no time to pr©x>are appropriate 'tapes themselves. 

There wsx'^s other problems connec'oed with the lab, hoxjever, 

\mich xfould have limited the effectiveness of tapes ^ and other 
aids no matter how good they liii^t have been, especially the 
problem of when it was op3n» 
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semester? noriaally reolassifieatioh is pei’mltted through about 
the third ’^/eek only® 



Glasses in French 2 ^lere of different instructional approaches®. 
Class C taught an a3r;Ost identieal fashion to the French 
20m hut of course with only on© tsacheri classes A and B vjore 
more conventionally oriented* 
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Durlag the first twe Treeks or far the aost iaportaat 

period for a beginning laagi^ttge class— the sehednling of 
available lab hows was a topsy-tnrvy aess^ This was not the 
fault of the ohairaaa of the foreign Language Department i uo 
has this job of scheduling among many other jobs, but rather 
of an apparent plethora of probleas revolving around the processing 
• and hiring of studont technlciaAS to handOiS the 3ab» Since, as 
has been mentioned, the ov^xwheliaingly greater effectiveness 
of ihe lab is to be found during the first few weeks of a 
semester and especially dhirixig the first two, to permit purely 
. bureaucratic consideration® to frustrate the instructional 
efficiency is inexcusable © There is another factor as well 
which helped i 'j limit lab effectiveness and that factor Is the 
obsolescence and anticpilty of the lab at LACC* Not. only does 
the equipment consistently operate at a sub«*par machanlcal level, 
but the activities which can be perfoi<m»d there are highly 
inefficiewt for aasisting the student to acquire the skills 
which are desirable. In the case of Prench 20, the failure of 
the lab and lab work to perform the necessary functions of drill 
and repetition forced the profeascrs to assume this burden— a 
fact which certainly reduced their total effectiveness. 

P. Student Evaluation of the Course 



The Chxide for Evaluation of Course by Student, which was 
mentioned eax'lier under Item IIC, is too long to discuss in 
full now. Anyone wishing a copy of it laay have one ly asking 
either the professors or the Department Chairman, Tfr. Carlos 
liifhitney-Morrisca, for it. Nhat follows heie will be a very 
brief summary of some of *^6 findinge an^d tallies. 

I 

Sixteen out of 23 students indicated that they had reached 
the point where th^ could very satisfactorily understand basic 
spoken four of those who indicated only an average 

cCB 5 )rohensien said that pressure of outside work or studies or 
personal probl^s were th©i. factors responsible for their not 
attaining a hi(^er level of comprehension. They added that 
they could no6 fault method of learhing the language, however, 
which they thought was an excellent one* Likewise, l6 students 
were, sure that if they had to rely on Peehch to get along soBWWhere 
in the world, they could dp it with more than moderate confidence* 

All but on© of the student stated thay they felt they had a 
good basic feel for the larigupge so that they might build o» it 
and achieve proficionoy. As. An. added bonus, four students , 
claimed that they were (switching theiir major to Pi’ehch. Naturally, 
one of the mosfe exacting proofs for the success of the class 
will be the students* performance in subsequent Pronch classes . 

It is obviously' to® early to judge now whethar or not the French 
20 students are performing satisfactorily in breach 3^ although 
the inpression received from the students and the teachers of the 
advanced elassas indicates tliat no serious problems are being encountered. 
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Slaee ao 0 t «f the etvde&te need IS units of Xengotee asayimj, 
it le perhaps irreloTrant to aentioa that all but tto^ or 
four hare eontlaued nith Fvehoh 3« 

Eleven students itere in favor of the usoal wooess of 
a) presenting aeir concepts orally in Erenehf b) practicing 
then orally in elaes in subeequent neetiitgB^ and c) using 
nrltten woxlcslieetd and exereiSes to drill them iai nine students 
Here substantially in favor ef this precsss but offered additional 
suggestions as ifoll| one student dldn^t like this iray ef handling 
thills and suggested mriting eveo^hing down first before worldLng 
iflth it eraUyi this student also statad a preferenes for the 
coarse to be taught in Bngliih* the suggestions offered ty the 
sine students fMintisned above tncladed sons inrovocative enes* 

Anyone wishing te Isok these over is irelcooe to do soi it is 
eminently wort)odiile to set what tho student feels irlU work 
with him* This is a faoet ef adueatien which teachers almost 
universally overlodk^ and esto which could do mere te upgrade 
instructional techniques and centent than a«y ether. It should 
be made clear here that etudeat eenments and suggestiens were 
made for most ef the items on the Guide. AH are available for 
pe:insal» 

Half ef the studei^s ii-idicated that ^iiere was more work in 
the class than they had really expected* oven thou(di both 
professors had stressod that preparation time outside of class 
would be about three or, four hours each d^» Students* however* 
as any toaoher le well**aware* tend to be overHBptlBxistic concerning 
their ability to handle study and load reeponsibillties; this 
Idealism is refreshing but the farther it verges from reality* 
the mere of a burden It puts on the student. 

The last item on the Evaluation Guide was the big questioni 
it asked the etudent to suggest , hoir the claes could be made f»v9 
sucseseful and it alee i^queeted that he indicate those things 
e^rlenced during soiBester that he liked. There were many 
suggestions to improve class* most of which had been incorporated 
in provioun qhestionsi thd pTofeseors have tOkon cognisance ef 
them and are attesq>ilng to pdt woifkable Ones into practice thie 
eemester. It cannot be stressed toe strongly here that the majority 
of Suggestions were thoughWil enes based on an holiest and analytical 
evaluation of the ethdent*S experience. There is lie i doubt that 
if some of these sv^ostidne are isq>Xemented* it will make for an 
In^rovement in the courses Seamthing that will contribute even 
mors than these suggestions to the efficacy of the instructional 
approach however* because of the essentially normal psychology 
of the professors* is the Appreciation expressed by almost all of 
the students for the groat aiiount of interest* extra work* and 
preparation oii the part of the teachers. 
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Tk® professors can bs far^^i\~en if they qmot(5 a few of thesa 
student remarks hersjf because m- matter what anyone says^ it 
is the glw gen©:cated hj the fasjt that oth®3?s are aware of their' 
v.:)fferts that teachers oentinue to give Hore thas Is noraaliy 

necessaii^r of their snerfj. and creative Imaginationo 



want vexy raacfe tc add that I loved the ©lass and sm. 
probably ymm enthusiastic thsm sthei’s becafise I*'v© taken tw(j 
ether languages irader 'ohe standard language teachii'jg jseth'sds and 
I know h@w svuefe better I have p'mgmBB&d ±n Fs^each in mlf 20 
weeks,, as c®j5^3ared 1^0 fer ©no and l6o the esthera X f@©l 
Very happy sbmt this class a.M I ass leaking ioTwml to EVencI^. 3 
and 8 for I tael X have a ve:<y -g^oi start fhank you beth for 
joMT i±m rjffortso^ 



tea-sheri im tfes acux®® wers umii^smXly cj,?e®.tiv© aiad 
imterssti^g :lsri their approach *tls© rabjecto Both worked vexy^ 
very te'd t@ sineersly- help us ia m.j they oonldo A®d it is 
mnasual to find teackers who welsoae eriticigm fro® ^tudeate.^ Thanlf 
yom fex* all yoi?,r kelp and patience 



’^'X feaw eaj@y©4 this ©la.;?© ©van thotigh it was d®mnd±mg at 
times ^ Hc'O'evexb at o'fcher times the class was quite excitii^o X 
fef3. the oours© was a gimd ©xp'^trienc® and wilsla thor® wore m&Te 
coiirses availabls s I tkii^ this was <sm@ co'ors© X will almys 
reraembcr»^ 

would 3J.kc t® oojMSd both professors f®r their ©atMusiasa*' 
and ©3Eeel3.eit preparatieB.^ That ms psirt of the reasom that most 
students r©s?pond©d is© wollo If I could take a s:lmlls3? ®ourse in 
other ®ub^*?5cts 1 feosltat^ a see^ndo^ 

tki'i^k the ©f French Twaaty is a real wistaer 3 

&cadeifi.a traisdjigs It mem to slig^imt© that gap of 3.ga®r^.fac© 
duris^ the of s©a®sters« It also roducas tli® inefficiency 

in cov©i’*ing the Srrbeii.alo Cn a sa®x*e ps^rsemX mote it has bs©2^ a 
and vomd^Tiul @3iposd,®Bc@ t® b© by tW'® inatructer® wfe© 

want t© taa®.h f:lfty minutes rogardles® ©f ths obstacle s®^ 

Fas^rar and MadaBi® Wiluion 1 like both p®epl® and as 
teachers, I fe@pa this program ie oontimsd at JAOC aM soce becomes 
the natioBal aeo©pt©4 mj of learning the first tw© years of a 
languages And tha real q^i 0 Stlos-=^->=^-''^Xf I had to d<9 3-t ©verGooXESi 



^'Xke as a whole m© th® ®ost usiqu® exporicHce in a 

«slassr©@ia. ?3ituatiom X^ve <sver had® The work 3.©sd in tk©^ e3.ass was 
more them I had ®rpectf©4l=^ but th@ strange thiiag about it all was 
that I diduH r'©s#:at the tmrk« I enjoyed the ecurs® so wieh. that 
1 even the it alio 



r 
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Tha etudants provided the rleht ataosphara of eoiBpetitlon, the 
professors la the teaa teaching nathod provided variety of 
preseatatioa aad variety in the nateriel^ The basic principles 
of the oourse^ to bring across an understanding of basic spoken 
French through oral coavorsation follevred by written practice 
was what appsalvd to ae aost in the course o X had found that 
this was the best way for as to study a foreign language and 
this course had oertoinly helped ae to learnp ana to be ab3e te 
get along In Frer^ihc I do hope that this course is continued^ 
furthoraore I hope that siailar courses ave developed on the 
higher levele Thaaks te the instructors for their liard work^ 
now I can ooatlaue further studies in Froacho” 












ADDENDUM: 

One of the professors of the French 20 course p Mr# Farrar, has a$ 
part of his program during the Spring 1968 semester at LACC a French 
1 course 0 Since the submission of the foregoing manuscript for 
typing, it has been possible for him to make some direct comparisons 
between the French 20 class and his French 1 class in terms of test 
achievement# Three tests given to the experimental group have also 
been given to his French 1 class# The teaching approach is the same# 
The main differences lie in the facts that the French 1 class is al« 
most twice the si«e of the French 20, that it comes at 1:00 pom© in 
the afternoon, and that in terms of previous French exper len9e# it 
is completely heterogeneous© Nevertheless, some significant dif- 
ferences have emerged which are noted in Table II below© 

TABLE II 

COMPiJilSOK OF PEHF0RI4ANCES ON SAME TEST IHSTHUMBNT BY FREKai 20 
AND FRENCH 1 CLASSES DURING SPRING 1968 

Possible Mean Avg« Median Range of Standard 



#1 


oj.ass i' 
P20 


lumoer 

18 


rOiHTiS 

100 


*16 o6 83.*)- 8»5 


93 




23 o2 




Frl 


31 


—ISO 





-23 


21©7 


#2 


P20 


20 


139 


*31^3 77oO 


2XeO 


99 


27 ol 






32_ 


139 _ 


39_52_53^^ 


_3.8 




Z^h 


#3 


P20 


16 


186 


i-lfOplf 76 oO 


37, oO 


87 


2608 




-Jil— 




17Q 






60 0 7 



group \^o had a percentage of 0 or almost 0$ excluding this student 
from the statistics, the F20 mean would be llo6, 22«1, 3i^o2, respec- 
tively© Other stats would also be significantly higher, especially 
the standard deviations 11#2, 18 #0, 23 « 5, respectively© 



